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Anidt dated Decenba- 8, 20D4 
Amcndraeni under 37 CFR LI 16 Expcdlwd Procetiwe 
exetnTung Group 2686 

ThiB Response is being filed in response lo the Office Action dated June 24, 2004. 
Enclosed separately htatrnth is a Request fbrExiensitm of Time to and including Ociober 24, 
2004. 

ClaiTns 1-32 are pending in the application. The Ejcaminer rejected all claims as 
allegedly obvious in Ught of prior art refenaices. By this paper, appiUcani amends cliOws 1, 22, 
31, aad 32 and requests reconsideration and aUowance of all claims. Applicant respecrfully 
requeBis enwy of the amendment as placing all claims in condition for allowance. 

pi^gU BBion nf Refer tiftns Under 35 USC S 103fa^ 

The Examiner rejected all claims as allepdly unpatentable in Ught of prior an references. 
In particular, claims 1-9. 11. 22.29. and 31-52 were rejecied as allegedly unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6W,871 to Shaimaet al. (heminafter Slianna)in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,122.513 
toBassizat. 

Claim I includes a third means for redistiibuiing network load that includes "dewrroining 
which moWJe stations in the wireless communications network are not currenUy undergoing 
handoff by deiennining whether the round trip delays CRTD) of the mobile stations are less than 
a configurable threshold, and initiating handoff in at least one moMlc station that is not cuiremly 
undergoing handoff." This feature is neither taught nor suggested by Shairoa and Bassiiai, either 

alone or in combinadon. 

As conceded by die Examiner. Shatma fails to disclose this claimed feature. Bassirat 
similarly fails to teach or suggest the claimed featuie. Bassirat describes extending hwd handoff 
boundaries by the jnclusion of a base station repeater. See generally, Bassirat, Abstract 

Bassirat describes condiiians fbr handoff and describes using Round Trip Delay (RTD) ai 
one condition used to determine iliat the mobUe Station is near tha boundaiy of a coverage area, 
Bassiras describes bow RID values grearer than a ihreshold ate used to identify mobiles to 
trigger a handoff. See e.g., Baasitat Col. I U. 6i-64, Col. 2 U. 45-44S. and Obi. 4 11. 22-25. 
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aSl dated Dectmber 8. 2004 Dq^PCPPPPBa 
Amencfaneirt under 37 CFR 1.116 Expedittd Procedure 
Examining Group 2686 

Baseiiai desscoties bow the conditions arc used to deaainine when a mobile triggers ahandoff, 
and how to exiend ihe range of a coU such thai the handoff is trisgered further from the base 
station- 

In contrast, claim I features "deteimimng which mobile stations in the wireless 
coimnimications network are not cntrently undergoing handoff by detenmning whether the 
romidtiip delays (RTD) of the mobile stations are less than a configurable threshold:' 
(empfmi^ added). This is in direct contrast to what is described in Bassitai. Additionally, claim 
I featUTOs "initiating handoff in at least one mobile station that is not cutiently undergoing 
handoff." This feature is also conimTy to what is described or suggested by Baasiiat- 

Therefore, claim 1 is believed to be allowable over Shanna and Bassirat, either alone or 
in combinaiion, because Shairoa and Bassirat, either alone ot in combination, fail to disclose 
every feature of the claim- Sbarma fails to teach or suggest using RTD. and Bassirat describes 
triggpring handoff in mobile ataiions for which the RTD is greater than a pnedeieaained value, 
which Is in cotitrast to the claimed features. 

ClaJms 22, 31 and 32 includes features similar that discussed above in lelation to daim I. 
and are thus believed to be aUowablc at least for the reasons provided above in relation to claim 
I. Applicant respectfiilly requests reconsidaranon and allowance of claims 1, 22, 31, and 32. 

pisMMfliow of Dc p«"«^Bpt Caaiins 

Claims 2-21 and 23-30 depend, either direcfly orindiiBcay, from one of claims 1 and 22 
and am dws believed to be aUowable at least for the reasons that they depend from an allowable 
base claim. Applicant lespectfuJly requests reconsiderBtion and allowance of claims 2-21 and 
23-30. 
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are TO 



mscumas 

In view of ihc forcgowg. AppUcwits beUeve all claims now pending in this AppUcaiion 
condition for allowance and an action to that end is respectfully requesied. 



Please charge any fees or ovBrpaymenis ihai may he due with this response to Deposit 
Account No. 17-0026. 

RespeciftUIy aubnritted, 



Pa«:± 12/08/04 




Kevin T. Cheaiharo, Reg. No. 48.7£fi 
858-845-8450 



QUALCOMM IncoFporaied 

Attn: Patent Department 

5775 Morehouse Drive 

San Diego, California 9212X-1714 

Telephone; (858) 658-5787 

Facsimile: (858)658-2502 
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